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crisis in the future as more Americans need
long term care services. This bill is an impor-
tant first step in our effort to making long term
care insurance plans more affordable and ac-
cessible.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, few would ques-
tion the goals of H.R. 4946. Most of us see
the need to provide assistance to those bur-
dened by the costs of long-term care. How-
ever, once again we are approaching an issue
with fiscal impact in a vacuum, without a plan
to guide us.

Republicans claim that this bill is consistent
with their budget resolution, because the reso-

lution provided for some tax relief. But the
House has already adopted tax bills totaling
$43.145 billion through fiscal year 2007. The
2003 budget resolution provided for only
$27.853 billion over five years. Attached is a
table compiled by the House Budget Com-
mittee Democratic staff that documents these
figures.

There is no room for these tax cuts under
the fiscal plan that is supposed to be our
guide. Either these tax cuts are not real, and
we are passing tax bills that will never become
law; or the 2003 House Republican budget is
not real, and we are about to tax cut our way

even deeper into deficit, and spend even more
of the Social Security Trust Fund surplus.

We continue to consider legislation without
any coherent Republican budget plan. The
Republicans claim that their budget provides
tight fiscal management. But then the Repub-
lican leadership again and again schedules
legislation that violates their own budget.

Mr. Speaker, as we speak, we are sliding
deep into deficit. It is time for all of us to sit
down together and hammer out a real budget
that saves Social Security, pays down the
debt, and protects national priorities.

COSTS OF TAX BILLS PASSED BY THE HOUSE THUS FAR

Title 2002–2007 2002–2012 Bill No. Status

Clergy Housing Clarification Act .................................................................................................................... ¥0.007 ¥0.033 H.R. 4156 ................................................................. Enacted into Law.
Energy Tax Policy Act ..................................................................................................................................... 22.759 33.521 H.R. 4 ....................................................................... Passed the House.
Encouraging Work and Supporting Marriage Act .......................................................................................... 0.907 0.908 H.R. 4626 ................................................................. Passed the House.
Expansion of Adoption Benefits ..................................................................................................................... 0.000 0.401 H.R. 4800 ................................................................. Passed the House.
Holocaust Restitution Tax Fairness Act ......................................................................................................... 0.000 0.003 H.R. 4823 ................................................................. Passed the House.
Marriage Penalty Tax Bill ............................................................................................................................... 0.000 42.000 H.R. 4019 ................................................................. Passed the House.
Retirement Savings Security Act .................................................................................................................... 0.000 6.105 H.R. 4931 ................................................................. Passed the House.
Armed Forces Tax Fairness Act ...................................................................................................................... 0.069 0.156 H.R. 5063 ................................................................. Passed the House.
Pension Security Act ....................................................................................................................................... 10.440 24.615 H.R. 3762 ................................................................. Passed the House.
Tax Relief Guarantee Act ............................................................................................................................... 8.977 373.712 H.R. 586 ................................................................... Passed the House.

Grand total ............................................................................................................................................ 43.145 481.388
Concurrent Resolution on the Budget ........................................................................................................... 27.853 N.A. H. Con. Res. 353 ......................................................
Available ......................................................................................................................................................... ¥15.292 ¥481.388
Improving Access to Long-Term Care Act ..................................................................................................... 1.501 5.487 H.R. 4946 ................................................................. On the Floor.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H.R. 4946, the Improving Access to
Long-Term Care Act.

H.R. 4946 phases in tax deductions for indi-
viduals who pay 50 percent of their long-term
care costs. The deduction can be used for the
taxpayer, a spouse or a dependent. The chal-
lenge of caring for a loved one over years
and, in some cases, decades can literally
break families apart and exhaust a lifetime of
savings. Many families do not use private
long-term care insurance to help protect
against financial and emotional strain. I am a
strong advocate for making private long-term
care more affordable and support providing in-
centives—including tax deductions—for the
purchase of private long-term care insurance.

Under the current system Medicare doesn’t
pay for long term care and seniors are forced
to ‘‘spend down’’ their assets to qualify for
Medicaid, which provides $33 billion in long
term care services each year. This has seri-
ous financial repercussions for retirees and
taxpayers who pay for long term care assist-
ance through public programs.

As the Baby Boom generation retires, the fi-
nancial burden will consume more of the pub-
lic resources. In the coming decade, people
over age 65 will represent up to 20 percent or
more of the population, and the proportion of
the population composed of individuals who
are over age 85, who are most likely to be in
need of long-term care, may double or triple.

I urge my colleagues to vote for this crucial
legislation.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
HAYWORTH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4946, as
amended.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4946, the bill just debated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

f

NATIONAL AVIATION CAPACITY
EXPANSION ACT OF 2002

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3479) to expand aviation capacity
in the Chicago area, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 3479

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

TITLE I—NATIONAL AVIATION CAPACITY
EXPANSION

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘National

Aviation Capacity Expansion Act of 2002’’.
SEC. 102. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:
(1) O’Hare International Airport consist-

ently ranks as the Nation’s first or second
busiest airport with nearly 34,000,000 annual
passengers enplanements, almost all of
whom travel in inter-state or foreign com-
merce. The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s most recent data, compiled in the Air-
port Capacity Benchmark Report 2001,
projects demand at O’Hare to grow by 18 per-
cent over the next decade. O’Hare handles
72,100,000 passengers annually, compared

with 64,600,000 at London Heathrow Inter-
national Airport, Europe’s busiest airport,
and 36,700,000 at Kimpo International Air-
port, Korea’s busiest airport, 7,400,000 at
Narita International Airport, Japan’s busiest
airport, 23,700,000 at Kingsford-Smith Inter-
national Airport, Australia’s busiest airport,
and 6,200,000 at Ezeiza International Airport,
Argentina’s busiest airport, as well as South
America’s busiest airport.

(2) The Airport Capacity Benchmark Re-
port 2001 ranks O’Hare as the third most de-
layed airport in the United States. Overall,
slightly more than 6 percent of all flights at
O’Hare are delayed significantly (more than
15 minutes). On good weather days, sched-
uled traffic is at or above capacity for 31⁄2
hours of the day with about 2 percent of
flights at O’Hare delayed significantly. In
adverse weather, capacity is lower and
scheduled traffic exceeds capacity for 8 hours
of the day, with about 12 percent of the
flights delayed.

(3) The city of Chicago, Illinois, which
owns and operates O’Hare, has been unable
to pursue projects to increase the operating
capability of O’Hare runways and thereby re-
duce delays because the city of Chicago and
the State of Illinois have been unable for
more than 20 years to agree on a plan for
runway reconfiguration and development.
State law states that such projects at O’Hare
require State approval.

(4) On December 5, 2001, the Governor of Il-
linois and the Mayor of Chicago reached an
agreement to allow the city to go forward
with a proposed capacity enhancement
project for O’Hare which involves redesign of
the airport’s runway configuration.

(5) In furtherance of such agreement, the
city, with approval of the State, applied for
and received a master-planning grant from
the Federal Aviation Administration for the
capacity enhancement project.

(6) The agreement between the city and the
State is not binding on future Governors of
Illinois.

(7) Future Governors of Illinois could stop
the O’Hare capacity enhancement project by
refusing to issue a certificate required for
such project under the Illinois Aeronautics
Act, or by refusing to submit airport im-
provement grant requests for the project, or
by improperly administering the State im-
plementation plan process under the Clean
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